70      COMMENTARY ON MACAULAY'S HISTORY
on Walker, the minister who played so large a part in the
defence of Londonderry.1 This he omitted in the second
narrative because he thought Walker's merits had been
exaggerated. But the most remarkable discrepancy occurs
in Burners remarks about Marlborough. In the original
narrative Burnet frankly stated the reasons for Marl-
borough's disgrace in 1692. ' The King said to myself
upon it that he had very good reason to believe that he had
made his peace with King James, and was engaged in a
correspondence with France. It was certain he was doing
all he could to set on a faction in the army and the nation
against the Dutch/ Now, in the published version Bur-
net suppresses these facts. ' It is curious/ comments
Macaulay, ' to compare this plain tale, told when the facts
were recent, with the shuffling narrative which Burnet pre-
pared for the public eye many years later, when Marl-
borough was closely united to the Whigs, and was render-
ing great and splendid services to the country.'2
Another authority much used by Macaulay was the
Life of James the Second. Extracts from it were published
in 1775 by Macpherson in his Original Papers, and the
work itself was printed by J. S. Clarke in 1816. It was a
compilation based on autobiographical memoirs written
by James himself. The original perished in the French
Revolution.3 This is a very unequal work. Parts of it are
of the greatest value, parts of it are worthless. Macaulay
pronounces the following verdict upon it:
Several critics have complained that I treat the Saint
Germains Life of James the Second sometimes as a work of
1IV, 1768 (xv).
2	V, 2126 (xviii).
3	Preface to Fox's A History of the Early Part of the Reign of James the
Second (1808).

